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. {Khrushchev fall from power to

INMILITARY FIELD

' .
But Specialists Predict No
" . Adventurist Moves

' Dy ARTHUE J. OLSEN .
Special to The New York Times
MUNICH, Germany, Qct. 23—

Soviet military policy is likely*

to harden in the wake of Ni-
Jita S, Khrushchev’s dismissal,
jaccording to the consensus of
‘a group of Western specialists
ion Soviet military affairs and
strategy.

~ The  international  group,
meeting in a three-day symposi-
,um here, agreed, however, that
the ncw Soviet regime was not
likely- to undertake adventurist

- amilitary moves..

4 Most of the 33 specialists pre-
dicted that the Soviet Union
woulid remain committed to the
nuclear-deterrent strategy inmi-
tiated by Mr. Khrushchev. They

O

conciuded that the basic lines of the short ‘run- they-will pressi

.Sovict foreign policy—and the
military establishment- created
to support it--would be reaf-
firmed by. the new regime.

full -execution of
Mr. XKhrushehev's nuclear-de-
[fcnse strategy. Some of the spe-
‘cialists expectcd the armed
iforces to take advantage-of Mr.

tary men to

iresume the . argument for a

irounded niilitary establishment

:ag well as an altempt to achieve
'nuclear superiority ower the
West. : Ce
| Dr. Robert L. Garthoff of the
‘United States, a State Depart-
'ment, official, said: '
“There is simply no way now
.foreseeable for the Soviet Union
to neutralize the United States’
strategic capability. This is the
underpinning of mutual "deter-
rence. Soviet military men pow
realize this, though- they- are
compulsively inclined to keep
trying. Mr. - Khrushchev was
not.”
Build-up Held Uncertain

Dr. Garthoff said it 'was un-
certain whethep the new Soviet
leaders would look favorably on

. lang run they will pro

{appeals for a rencwed military
build-up. e Lo

“I very much’ doubt that in
the: military to fellow: Mr.
Khrushchev’'s ‘mew  look’
course,” he said, “but in the
bably,pur-

The lcadership upheaval in sue much the same policy as he

Moscow dominated the discus-

isions of the experts, who met.

ito exchange views on "the im-

did.” :
He predicted that the “impul-
‘sive swings” of military policy

ipact on Soviet . foreign policy that characterized the Khru-

‘of Mr. Khrushchev's 1960 deci-

1

'dctcrrent. o v.
Million-Man Reduétion

. That policy decision was im-
plemented ayith a million-man,

reduction 4n Soviet uniforme

,pérsonnel and a cutback in.con

.ventional combat forces.
Scholars.and government: ex

fpo.rts; from -the United States,
iBritain, France, West Germany:the

sion to base the Soviet military F
position on a massive ‘nuclear will be more conservative,” he

shchev era would cease.,
“In this sense-the new regime

said. “Whether this will be for
the better or worse I do not
'know.” o

The Anti-Missile Missile!

R. Thomas of the
Service, ventured a cau
tious prediction that the
viet Union' would attempt
huge task of perfecting and

John

tand other European countries.emplacing a nuclear-defense
took part in -the .'sy.mposlum'system based -on the anti-mis-

which was organized by the In-'sile missile.
€

stitute for: the: Study of. fhe,
S5.K., a private research or-
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He said that Soviet scientists
scemed to be mastering the

technical problems of the anti-

{_missile missilc but that the vast

" 1In several papers the experts)
cited resistance by Soviet milish

{ Another. American spe‘cialis‘t at

Soéd

STAT

investment needed to put in “'lla(eginx\ing in the 1960-62 period,
complete system still lay ahcad.ings shaken not only the armed
§ The anti - missile missile\rorces but also the soclal and
jwill impose a scvere strain onfigeclogical structure of Soviet
\he Soviet economy with result-/communisia. AR
jant - internal political conse-| Radical changes, ‘Mr, Galay
quences,” Mr. Thomas said.}caid in his symposium paper,
']A}'.ICH" cxpencnce'and subjeetive have already taken -p]a(:e in the
allitude suggest that the So-ijfarxist doctrine on war, and
viets are . likely to  Pa¥jihe: “loss of political primacy
the price. L over military strategy is auto-

In a ‘mucﬁ-px‘axscc.l paper: oNimatically undermining the Ideos
Chines¢-Soviet relations. J. Muiggical foundations of the - So~
Mackintosh of the I‘nb'gitu!fe oflviet regime.” . o
udies_in_Londonl  .yiythering of Xdeologd® -

Lra 9.
concluded that “there is little .
hope of a major reconciliation”} Tlus “withering of ideology.”
hetween the two leading Com-{according *to .Mr.  Galay, is
emancipating. the mass of the
population and the ruling group’

munist powers.
The British scholar 'said the
itself from Communist dogma,t
but at the same time it has,

possibility that China might
encouraged to- some extent

resort to the type of limited
“naked militarism, born of the:

border warfare practiced by
Ghinese warlords in. the nine-
{een-twenties could move Saviet|pressure execrted by aggressive
leaders to strengthen their al-military policy and strategy.” -
ready considerable conventionall “The Soviet  lcaders,” Mr.
.forces in the Far East. iGalay declared, “may: find
" «In general the military situ- themselves driven by this facs
ation is not likely to change tor to resort to open war - if
substantially and both sides are ‘their cold war campaign against’
‘likely to continue to fear that,the West' should go against
‘the' other” will attempt military. them.. ..~ ) e
- solutions,” Mr. Mackintosh said., “Under these circumstances,
He declared that-the Chinese- & vérsatile, flexible, dispersed
Soviet conflict. washelikely to but.at. the same time unified
continue “ip less crude form”and antomatically operative.nu-
without: prospeét of fundamen- clear deterrent in the hands of
tal solutions. the "West, 'ready to- deal ,with
: any major world crisis, is the
sole guarantee of future frec-
dom." : T
Mr. Galay made no attenipt
to analyze the role of the Sd-
viet military in the recent over-
throw .of Mr. Khrushchev. He
said, however, that he thought
it was “likely” that Mr. Khru-
shchev'i; successors would ‘‘con-,
duct 'a more cautious foreign
) ‘ > policy.” He added that the “So-
expressed this opinion this weekjviet ~ Army hierarchy' cannot
the Munich symposium. currently muster any challenge
Mr. Galay, onc of a numberito the party technocrats wiio
£ anti-Communist’ = Russians'have taken power.” - * " - P
ssociated with the institute,’ ~ 7 n-Snhe SRRA e s
‘has specialized ‘in Soviet mili-
‘tary developments and -the re-
iationship between the Soviet
iarmed forces and the Commu-
mist party. Tt .
. "In Mr. Galay's view, the revo-
lutionary impact of military,
technology, which was offi-
cially retognized ahd ‘en-
'cofraged under Mr. Khrushchey
r . he v

Ideoloi;;j Said to Suffer

By HANSON W. BATLDWIN

The military revolution, epi-
tomized by nuclear weapons
and long-range missiles, has,
been “undermining the ideologi-
cal foundations of ‘the Soviet
regimé,” according to Nikelai
Y. Gala f the Institute: for

e Study of ‘the U.S.S.R.. He
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